ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY
For
Air Quality Control Permit Number 1000167
Issued To
El Paso Natural Gas Company, Benson Compressor Station
Begin Public Notice : September 17, 1997
End Public Notice : October 18, 1997

All of the following comments were submitted by El Paso Natural Gas Company.

TABLE 1: Summary of Permit Requirements

Comment1:

Response:

Comment2:

Response:

Comment 3:

Response:

Comment 4

Response:

SOxMonitoring/Recordkeeping- The* < 0.017wt%(5gr/scf) shouldbereplacedwith” 0.8 percent byweight”
since the sulfur dioxide standard in R18-2-719.J references 0.8 weight percent.

The table has been updated to reflect thischange. Thischange also makesthe table consistent with
the statementsin permit condition 11.A.1 of Attachment “B”.

NOx, CO, VOC, HAPsMonitoring/Recor dkeeping- Thelanguageshoul dber evisedtomatch other Classl
Permits as follows:

Dates of turbine operation until the required performance testing istriggered.
The table has been updated to reflect this change.
NOx, CO, VOC, HAPs Reporting - The language should be revised to match other Class | permits as follows:

-Semi-annual reports of dates of operation until the performancetest istriggered
-Status of testing requirements until performance test is completed.

The table has been updated to reflect this change.

NOx, CO, VOC, HAPs Testing frequency/Methods - The language should be revised to state as follows:

Onetimefor NOxand CO oneachtur binewithin6 monthsof per mitexpirationifturbinesar eoper atedfor 15
cumulative days using Method 20 and 10.

The table has been modified to reflect this change.
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Comment 5:

Response:

F4. Mobile Sources Monitoring/Recordkeeping - The language should read as follows:

Recor d ofall emissionsrd atedmai ntenanceactivitiesperformedonPermittee soff-roadmeachineryutilizedwithin
the station property line.

Recordofall emissionsrelatedmai ntenanceactivitiesperformedon Per mittee’ sroadwayandsitecleaning
machinery utilized within the station property line.

The table has been modified to reflect this change.

ATTACHMENT A

Comment 1:

Response:

Comment2:

Response:

I1. Compliance with permit conditions:

A. Thefir st sentenceofthisprovisionshoul dber ewor dedtoconfor mtotheper mitshiel d provisionsof R18-2-
325:

ThePermitteeshall complywithall conditionsofthispermit,whichsetsforthal | applicabl er equirementsof
Arizona’sair quality statutes and their air quality.

Theexistinglanguagecoul dbereadasrequiringthePer mitteetocomplywith* all applicablerequirements”
which contradicts the purpose of a Class | permit.

This change has been made.

EPNG under standsthat nor mal rated capacity meanscapacityr efl ectingambient temper ature, pressureand
humidity conditionspresentduringtheemissionstest. EPNGal sounder standsthat ADEQ’ sinclusionofthe
provisionallowingfor performancetestingatlower operational rateswiththeDirector’ sprior writtenapproval

acknowl edgesthat at cer tai ntimestheremaybeinsufficient natur al gasthroughputtooperateat“ normal rated
capacity” inwhichcasetestingmaybedeferredor conductedatal ower operatingrate. WhileEPNGwould
prefer that ADEQincludeper mitlanguagedefiningnor mal rated capacity ascapacityr efl ectingambient

conditionsandavailablepipdinecapacity, EPNGiswillingtoaccept ADEQ’ sexplanationofitsintentinthe
Technical Review Document and response to these comments.

EPNG has demonstrated - through the application, past performancerecords and discussions - that
the Benson station is operated on an intermittent basisin response to natural gas demands. ADEQ
isawarethat EPNG may or may not operatetheturbine(s) at their normal rated capacity, during thelife
of the permit. Giventheunpredictability in operations, it was decided that the optimal course of action
would be to obtain written approval from the Director at the time of testing, if the testing is to be
performed at alower rate. Thiscomment does not result in achangein the permit language.

ATTACHMENT B

Comment 1:

Response:

Emissions Limitations (1.B.1.b.3)

EPNGunder standsthat dust suppressantsor wettingagentsar etobeusedduringconstructionoperations, repair
oper ations, anddemolitionactivitiesdirectlyassociatedwithearthmovingor excavationactivitieslikel yto
gener ateexcessi veamountsof particul atematter andnot for any constructionoperation, repair operation, or
demolition activity. EPNG requests ADEQ clarification if thisis not ADEQ’ sintent.

Theintent of condition 1.B.1.b.3 of Attachment “B” of the permit is to regulate excessive emissions
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Comment 2:

Response:

Comment 3:

Response:

Comment 4

Response:

of particulate matter. The intent of this condition is further clarified by the wording of condition
I.B.1L.bwhichisasfollows: “ Permitteeshall employ thefoll owing methodstoprevent excessiveamounts
of particulatematter frombecomingairborne:”. Thoseconstruction, repair, or demolitionoperationsthat
have no associated particulate matter emissions are not subject to the requirements of condition
1.B.1.b.3 of Attachment “B” of the permit. This comment does not result in a change in the permit
language.

Emissions Limitations

Onoccasion, EPNG personnel will needserviceair conditioner sat remotecompressor stations. Therefore, we
needtoadd#5. Whencontractingair conditioner mai ntenanceser vice, thecontractor will ensur ethat
requirements of 40 CFR 82-Subpart F aremet. Since some partsof Subpart F areapplicableonlyto
manufacturersor i mporter sof recyclingequipmentor other particul ar situations, thelanguagebel ownotesthat
only “ applicable” requirements must be met by EPNG.

5. Nonvehicle Air Conditioner Maintenance and/or Services

WhenPer mittee’ sempl oyeesar eservicingapplicabl eappliances, theper mitteeshal | complywithapplicable
requirements of 40 CFR 82- Subpart F.

A condition to this effect has been added in |.C.5 in Attachment “B” of the permit.

Monitoring and Recordkeeping (11.A.1)

EPNGunder standsthat weneedtomaintainanupdated copyoftheextractedportionoftheFERCapprovedtariff
whi ch pertainstothesul fur contentandlower heatingvalueofthefuel andnottheentireFERCtariffwhichisa
voluminousandperiodicallyediteddocument. EPNGrequestsADEQcl arificationifthisisnot ADEQ’ sintent.

The intent of condition I1.A.1 of Attachment “B” of the permit is to monitor particulate and sulfur
dioxide emission standards only. The language has been modified to further clarify that tariff
information relating only to lower heating value and fuel sulfur content needsto be kept onfile. The
modified languageis reproduced below:

Permittee shall monitor daily, the sulfur content and lower heating value of the fuel being combusted
in the gas turbines. Thisrequirement may be complied with by maintaining acopy of that part of the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) approved Tariff agreement that limitstransmissionto
pipeline quality natural gas of sulfur content less than 0.8 percent by weight and having a heating
value greater than or equal to 967 Btu/ft®.

Monitoring and Recor dkeeping (11.A.2)

EPNG requests that the language be modified to match other Class| permits as follows:

2. Permittee shall record the dates of operation of each one of the natural gasturbines

Thisinformationshall berecordeduntil suchtimewhenthefifteencumul ativedaysaretriggeredfor
conducting a performance test.

This change has been made.
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Comment 5:

Response:

Comment 6:

Response:

Comment 7:

Response:

Comment 8:

Response:

Comment9:

Monitoring and Recordkeeping (11.B.1)

For amorestreamlined permit, EPNG suggeststhat ADEQ consi der combiningtheidentical provisionsof
I1.B.1.cthrough I1.B.1.i. EPNG proposes

c. Dateson which any of the activitieslisted in I.B.1.b.(3) through (9) were performed, and control
measured adopted.

The current format of condition 11.B.1 of Attachment “B” of the permit will be retained.

Monitoring and Recordkeeping (11.C.1)

Arecordoftheabrasiveblastingprojectrequiresaloginink. EPNGrequeststhat” inink” beremovedsince
itimpliesthatahandwrittenrather thanaprintedel ectroniclogmust bekept. Manyother agenciessuchasDOT
andArizonaCor por ationCommissionaccept e ectronicrecor dkeeping. SnceEPNG mustcomplywiththeevery
6 month compliance certification, it isour duty to assure that the records are accurate and compl ete.

The language of condition I1.C.1 of Attachment “B” of the permit has been modified as follows:

“Each time an abrasive blasting project is conducted, the Permittee shall loginink or in an electronic

Monitoring and Recordkeeping (11.C.2)

Arecordofthespraypaintingprojectrequiresaloginink. EPNGrequeststhat” inink” beremovedsinceit
impliesthatahandwrittenrather thanaprintede ectroniclogmust bekept. Manyother agenciessuchasDOT
andArizonaCor por ationCommissionaccepte ectronicrecor dkegping. SnceEPNG mustcomplywiththeevery
6 month compliance certification, it isour duty to assure that the records are accurate and compl ete.

The language of condition I1.C.1 of Attachment “B” of the permit has been modified as follows:

“Each time an spray painting project is conducted, the Permittee shall log in ink or in an electronic

Monitoring and Recordkeeping (11.C.3)

EPNG continuestoassertthatthereisnostrict cor r el ationbetweenmai ntenanceactivitiesandexceedingthe40
% opacitystandardfor mobilesour ces. EPNG hasmobilesour ceslocatedinEl Paso, Gallup,andother
| ocati onswithintheEPNG system. Thecurrent per mitlanguager equiresarecordof maintenanceactiviti esof
Permittee’ sequipment. “ Permittee’ sequipment” couldmeaneguipment stationedinEl Pasoor other EPNG
| ocationsthatwoul dnever beusedat theper mittedfacility. Therefore, EPNGrequeststhat theper mitlanguage
be revised as follows:

The Permittee shall keep a record of all emissions related maintenance activities performed on
Permittee’'s mobile sources utilized within the station property line as per manufacturer’s
specifications.

This change has been made.

Onoccasion, EPNG per sonnel will need serviceair conditioner sat remotecompressor stations. Therefore, we
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Response:

Comment 10:

Response:

Comment 11:

Response:

Comment 12:

Response:

Comment 13:

needto Add#5. Whencontractingair conditioner mai ntenanceservice, thecontractor will ensur ethat
requirements of 40 CFR 82-Subpart F aremet. Since some partsof Subpart F areapplicableonlyto
manufacturersor i mporter sof recyclingequipmentor other particular situations, thelanguagebel ownotesthat
only “ applicable” requirements must be met by EPNG.

5. Nonvehicle Air Conditioner Maintenance and/or Services

Asameansof demonstratingcompliancewithconditionl.C.50ofthisAttachment, thePer mitteeshal | keepa
record of all relevant paperwork of 40 CFR Part 82-Subpart F applicable requirements on file.

A condition to this effect has been added in 11.C.5 of Attachment “B” of this permit.
Monitoring and Recordkeeping (11.D)

EPNGunder standsthatalogofall recor dsdoesnot precludetheuseof athreeringbinder or centralizedfile
folders. EPNG requests ADEQ clarification if thisisnot ADEQ’ sintent.

ADEQ agrees with EPNG that alog of all records does not preclude the use of athree ring binder or
centralized file folders.

Reporting Requirements (111.B)

EPNG requests that the language be revised to match other Class | permits as follows:

1. Permittee shall report the dates of operation for each one of the natural gasfired units.

Thisinformationshall bereporteduntil suchtimewhenthefifteencumul ativedaysaretriggeredfor
conducting a performance test.

2. Until aperformancetest pursuanttoSectionlV.Aofthi sattachmentiscompl eted, Permitteeshal l reportthe
status of the testing requirement.

The language has been revised as requested.

Testing Requirements (A.1)

EPNG agreeswiththeTechnical ReviewDocumentthat ther earenoemissionlimitsor standardsfor NOxand
COfor theunitsatthefacility. EPNG doesnot believethat R18-2-7190r anyother applicabl erequirement
establishesNOxand COemissionsstandar dsapplicabletothestation. AlthoughEPNGbelievesthereisnobass
for NOx and CO testing requirements, EPNG does, however, under stand ADEQ’ sintentin providing
corroboratingdatatosupplement theexi stingemi ssionsestimates. Byagreeingtothi sone-timetest, EPNGis

not conceding that any such testing isrequired.

EPNG’ s stance on this issue has been noted.

Testing Requirements (A.1)

AtsomeEPNGI ocations, ther ei sahighpressurepi pelinesystemand|l owpr essur epipelinesystemthatisdistinct
andeachsystemisconnectedtoonlyoneparticular turbineunit. Therefor e, ifthereisnomeansofroutingthe
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natural gashetweenthesystems, oneunit mayoper atewhil etheother maynot. Sncetheintentoftherequirement
istomandatetestingofaparticular unit, thefifteencumul ativedaysshoul dbeunit specificrather thanlocation
specific. Therequirementtoconduct aperformancetestontheGEifthecumul ativedaysof operationofall
engines during the permit term exceed fifteen days should be changed to read as follows:

Permitteeshall conduct performancetestsontheGeneral Electricturbineengineifthecumul ativedaysof
operations of the unit during the permit term exceed fifteen days.

Response: The language has been modified to read asfollows:
"Permittee shall conduct one performance test on aturbine if the cumulative daysof operation of the
unit during the permit term exceed fifteen days. ....."

ATTACHMENT C

Comment1: EPNGrequeststhat thefol lowingadditional itembeaddedtothelist of“ requirementsspecificallyidentifiedas
applicable” :
40 CFR 82 - Protection of Stratospheric Ozone - Subpart F - Recycling and Emissions Reduction

Response: Thisitem has been added to the relevant list in Attachment C of the permit.

Comment2: EPNGrequeststhatthefollowingadditional itembeaddedtothelistof“ requirementsspecificallyidentifiedas
not applicable”:
R18-2-901.39 - New Source Performance Standard - Stationary Gas Turbines

Response: Thisitem has been added to the relevant list in Attachment C of the permit.

ATTACHMENT D

Comment1: TheDateof Manufactureinthetableshouldbechangedto” Dateof | nstall ation/Dateof Manufacturer” sincethe
manufacture date is unknown.

Response: The column heading has been changed to Date of Manufacture/Installation.
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